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naval purposes she also occupied Rhodes and the adjacent
islands; and this occupation became permanent.
The Tripoli war had in turn a repercussion. For just as
Agadir had inspired it, so it inspired the Balkan war of 1912.
And since the Balkan war laid the powder-train for the European
war, one may view the final catastrophe as descending directly,
though at several removes, from the Panther^ voyage.
The reader may have observed that the two first months of
the Agadir crisis—July and August 1911—coincided with the
final crisis over the passing of the Parliament Act. The day on
which Lloyd George spoke at the Mansion House was the same
day on which the importance of the Die-hard movement re-
vealed itself at the Lansdowne House meeting. But those months
were critical in yet another way; for they witnessed the onset
of the gravest strike movement that till then the country had
known. To understand its origins and character we must go
back a little.
Although the election of fifty-three labour members to the
1906 parliament had startled the upper classes, it under-
expressed the strength of labour and socialist opinion in the
country. The British system of single-ballot elections has its
counterpart in a system of two parties, against which it is extra-
ordinarily hard for a third party to assert itself, because its
candidatures 'split the vote5. In the pre-war years this told
heavily against the labour party (as in the post-war years it has
against the liberals); and it gave their followers the impression
that they were not getting a fair deal. The course of the 1906
parliament, after its first year, left little scope to the labour
members; and in the election of January 1910, instead of record-
ing an advance corresponding to the increased acceptance of
their propaganda, they lost a quarter of their seats and dropped
to forty. A converging influence was that of the Osborne case.
The Walthamstow branch of the Amalgamated Society of Rail-
way Servants had resented the levying of compulsory contribu-
tions by that union for labour party purposes. Through their
secretary, W. V. Osborne, they sued for an injunction in the
Chancery Division. Mr. (afterwards Lord) Justice Farwell
granted one, holding that it was illegal for a trade union to
provide for parliamentary representation by means of a com-
pulsory levy, even though its rules had been altered to permit

